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The Honorable Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Martin 

I urge you E t  to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from media 
monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. And 
many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already 
have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
country 

Sincerelv, 



David Foster 
250 Donna Dr. Apt. IC 

TN 37075-4133 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

DE: P x k e t  No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners. 

9cn ' t  s'J3xk1n medin ssfegoxdrds! 

I strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
ir? 2 hezlthy democracy. !BOSS of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democrxy more than any other modem force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased information to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us infonnation that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of our nation and our future. 

As an American concerned about our democracy, I urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, I strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 

Most sincerely, 

David Foster 
1 -R,. <I k 5  fcq 



iinL,', ) : *  , I /  Bruce Colravy 
1213 Vistaview Ct. 
Mahomet. IL 61 853-3654 ., )\SlilGL161(:,, 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. S W 
Washington. DC 20554 

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dcar FCC Commissioners. 

I' 
i ~,%, 5 ; ' ~ .  

Don't abandon media safeguards! 
. i 

I strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
nicdia is absolulely cssential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections ofthe public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonment ofthe FCC's mission to ensure that our  airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in  a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
gibeaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
revcrsed. T V  and radio news in the hands ofa  handful of profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modern force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased information to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of our nalion and our future. 

As an American concerned about our dcrnocracy, I urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, 1 strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 



The Honorable Jonathan S, Adelstein, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 

. .  . ,  Washington, DC 20554 $ . i '  

ilCI( Dear Mr Adelstein 

I urge you 
monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. And 
many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already 
have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
country 

to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from media 

bwrence J. Natkowsb 
Dearborn. MI 48124-4445 
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 121h Street, SW 

Dear Mr. Powell 

I urge you a to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from media 
monopolies 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. And 
many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already 
have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
country 

Sincerely, 7 

Lpwrence J. Natkowdi 
dearborn, MI 48124-4445 



~... _ _  
54 Walden Pond Drive 

Nashua, Ncw Hampshire 03064 

May 14,2003 

I, , 
Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Commissioner Kalhlecn Q. Abernathy 

Cornmissioner Michael .I. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin .I. Martin 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 I 21h Street. sw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Federal Communications Commission: 

--:, Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein i 

1 ani writing to you about your upcoming June 2 vote on media concentration 
proposals that I have jus1 now learned about. 

A s  I understand i t .  under these proposed broad rule changes companies could own 
combinations of newspapers and television and radio stations in the same city and any 
one company could control TV stations reaching nearly half of U.S. homes. 1 am 
strongly opposed to a n y  such medial concentration as 1 do not believe that would be in 
the public interest. I t  is extreniely important to hear many voices instead of,iust a few. 

While I understand that this would benefit the present media giants (and enable 
them to grow even larger), 1 ask you to resist their influence, reject these proposals and 
leave the present restrictions on media ownership in place. The proposed changes are not 
in the long-term interest of the American public and would ,jeopardize our democratic 
society. 

'Thank you 
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l h e  tlonorable Michael K P o ~ e l l  
Chairman 
I’ederal Coni muiiications Comm i ssion 
445 IZ “ ’  Street, s w 
Waqhtngton, D C 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

Benjamin F Harrison Ill 
2735 Northwoods Drive, South 
Macon, Georgia, 3 1204- 162 I 
14 May, 2003 

I am infornied that the Federal Communications Commission has asked for public 
coininen1 concerning proposed rule changes regarding the prohibition of what amounts to 
monopoly ownership of media sources, known as “Hroadcast Ownership Rules”. These 
changes, if approved as proposed, would make sweeping changes in the rules, materially 
wcakening them, which would then, allow giant media corporations to form, as 
monopolistic entities, and/or to allow the “already too large” media conglomerates to 
further extend their .‘ strangle hold” on what the populace reads, sees, and hears. 

 this whole effort is something that should never have gotten this far! It would he an 
outrage to allow the media to further consolidate their power over the information that i s  
furnished daily to the public A t  present, the media has far too much invasive effect on 
the public’s opinions on issues ofthe day, allowing only programming that suites their 
personal agendas, some of which are contrary to our Constitution, by the way! Even now 
we have what amounts to ’. brain-washing” by the media. despite the current rules of the 
Commission. inaking one wonder what has already gone amiss. 

Please do not contribute to the further degradation ofour system, by allowing the likes of 
A O L  Time Warner, ViacomKHS, Disney/ARC and others, to sway the Commission into 
acceptance o f  the proposed changes to the detriment of free men trying to exercise their 
rights under the First Amendment which may run contrary to the d e s i g s  of the media 
monopoly( which would be allowed by the proposed rule changes). 

‘fhank You for taking the time Lo review my reasoning as to why t h e  proposed rule 
changes should not come LO paw 

Yours Very Truly, 

2735 Northwoods Drive, South 
Macon, Georgia, 31204-1621 



[PECTED 1 

Y 3 o r i ' t  i i r i o w  how y o u  Came t o  y o u r  c u r r e n t  p o s i t i o n  of power  
i 7 t .  the  FCC, n o r  i f  y o u  h a v e  t h e  m a t u r i t y  a n d  wisdom f o r  t h e  
c r i s i s  r s c i n ,  y o u .  I h o p e  y o u  d o .  T h e  e a s y  t h i n g  t o  d o  would 
he t o  r ~ u l l  u*er t u  C o r d o r a t e  power  a n d  s a y  t h e r e  b a s  n o t h i n g  
) C : U  c o u l d  dc i ,  o r  h o r s e  t h b t  i t  w i l l  be a good  t h i n g  f o r  
" . n ; t r i c a  t o  m e r r i l y  c h a n g e  t h e  e x i s t i n g  l a w s  t o  c r e a t e  
f u r k h e r  n i o n i ~ y o l y  o f  the i n f o r m t i t i c l n  a v a i l a b l e  t o  o u r  
Y ' e m o c r a c ~ ~ .  &lo& car1 s t a t e  uwned med ia  o u t l e t s  a r o u n d  t h e  w o r l d  
1.s d e c r i e s  as b i a s e d  a n d  u n r e l i a b l e  a n d  a n a t h e m a  t o  d e m o c r a c y  
b u t  C o r k o r a t e  m o n o p o l i s t i c  c o n t r o l  o f  A m e r i c a n  med ia  w o n ' t  be 
~ n y  of t h o s e  t h i n g s .  1 d o n ' t  t h i n k  y o u  a r e  n a i v e ,  a n d  I t h i n k  
ycl; know f u l l  well  t h e  d e v a s t a t i n g  e f f e c t s  C o r p o r a t e  
; c n s o i - s h i p  w i l l  h a v e  on o u r  c c u n t r y .  The  q u e s t i o n  i n  my mind 
is whether  y o u  w i l ~ l  h a v e  t h e  m i r a c u l o u s  c o u r a g e  t o  d o  t h e  
r j ~ h t  t h i n . j  ~r k h t t h t ' r   yo^ w i l l  go w i t h  the C o r p o r a t e  flow 
2 n d  1ii:e Y C I I J ~  o w n  € u t o r e  L o c k e t s  by b e i n g  o n e  of t h e  good o l e  
t o y s .  \-ou h a v e  a once i n  a l i f e t i m e  c h a n c e  i n  f r o n t  of y o u  t o  
s t a n d  o u t  a s  a t r u e  h e r o e  dncl p a t r i o t  b y  d e f e n d i n g  f r e e  
. s ~ e e c h  o r  G O  down i n  h i s t o r y  a s  a n  e x a m p l e  o f  c r o n y i s m  a t  i t s  
n o r s t .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

4 c o n c e r n e d  m o t h e r  w o r r i e d  
a b o u t  r e t a l i a t i o n  i n  a g r o w i n g  

r ' n r p o r a t e  s t a t e .  P l e a s e  s t o p  t h e  t r e n d .  
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May 1 S? 2003 
The Honorable Michael K Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
345 12th Street, SW 
Washington DC 20554 

Sub.ject 8roadcast ownership rules 

Dear MS Abernathy. 
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I urge you, do not relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to 

citizens from media monopolies 

gain near total control ofradio and television news and information in communities 
across our nation A recent example can be taken from the print media. The Los Angeles 
'Times, a monopoly in their market, provided such one sided and distorted news coverage 
L)f  the recent Iraq war that i t  vas laughable, ifthis sort of one sided news and information 
became the norm across America it could seriously jeopardize our form of government. 
Many of the corporations now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already 
have a track record of attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important 
issucs Therefore, for the sake of a hea l thy  democracy and to protect our freedom, 1 urge 
vou to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to 
ensure a healthy debate in our country 

Sincerely. 
avid Bradshaw LA 

P S Why would the government wish to assist the creation ofgiant media monopolies 
while at the same time declaring Microsofl a monopoly and attempt to break it apart? 



L. EARL LIGON 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

P.O. BOX 84090 
SAN DIEGO, CAL. 92 138-4090 

May 14, 2003 

The Honorable Jonathon S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 l z t h  Street sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Mr. Adelstein, 

I am very concerned with your Commissions proposal to relax 
the current ownership rules protecting the public from 
monopolies in media ownership. I urge you to reject the 
proposed changes and seek ways to increase the range of 
community, political and social perspectives presented in 
the media. 

The same media companies seeking these changes have poor 
track records of presenting a wide range of view. In fact 
quite the opposite is true. These companies have a track 
record of suppressing opposing or divergent views. 

The public deserves to hear wide variety of views so that 
they may stay informed, promote democratic discourse, and 
seek the resolution of issue which best serve the 
preservation of freedom. 

I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections 
that have served the public well for decades and which have 
helped to ensure a health political debate in our country. 

IHECEIVEI) R INSPECTEU 
I 
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May 14,2003 

Ms. Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

- I '  -,< 

445 12' Street, sw ,y! fi, i' ,! i [ ;lil'i 

. 1 i 

Dear Ms. Abernathy, 

I urge you to vote againSt the proposed weakening o f  current broadcast ownership rules. 

Allowing already powerful networks to expand their ownership would greatly reduce the already limited 
diversity of opinion so necessary for enlightened discourse and the reasoned exercise of democracy. 

Further consolidation of media ownership is  in  the interest of the American public. 

Sincerely, 

106 Cross Road 
Deering, N H 03244 



May 15, 2003 

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 '~  Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Adelstein 

' -, 
0 c3 
N 

0 
0 
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It is my understanding that the Federal Communications Commission will be considering a 
change to the current broadcast ownership rules. In addition, that the change would relax those 
rules and make it possible for a single company to gain monopoly ownership in a particular 
market. 

In a society that lives by free and open communication it seems to me to be a step backward to 
allow a single organization to be the sole voice in a particular area. It is very important to have 
multiple points of view encouraged as it is only through good access to information that people 
can make well-informed decisions 

Please do what you can to keep the current ownership rules in place. They serve us well and 
changing them appears only to serve a small portion of our society. 

Sincerely 
/' I 

Allan Van Thomme 
1076 Belle Mar Dr. 
West Des Moines. IA 50266-491 1 



1 MAY 2 I 2003 I 
1 FCC-MAILROOM I 

JENNIFER BEUTZ 
5624 SHERlDAN A V E  S , MINNEAPOLIS, Minnesota 55410 

May 14.2003 01 :25 PM 

FCC Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
145 12th St. ,  SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Protect Children's lelevision! 

Dear FCC Chairman Michael K .  Powell: 

Children consume almost five and a half hours of media per day. Research has shown that 
mcdia, particularly television, play a unique and powerful role in children's development. 

The FCC should consider how further relaxation of media ownership rules would impact 
children's programming. Dtregadatian i n r y " ~ r  and 
result in less original programming for children. 

Hefore making any regulatory changes to existing media ownership rules, the FCC must 
consider how children will be affected. 

. .  

Sincrreiy, 

JENNlFER BEIJTZ ,Tb 

Representative Martin Sabo 
Senator )Mark Dayton 
Senator Norm Colemar: 

I _  

cc: 



1 :im wriuiig !.ou to h r c  some thouk..ts an-. xincerns about p u r  proposed ownership rule changes 
i.cgal-diiig our  nat ion: i l  incdi:~. ;21!, personal biases are Insed 011 the fact that I am a busmcss owner 111 

Orange, C l o u i q  Californix, m:iri:icd 45 )cars and h a ~ e  17 grandchildren. I have owned my 
coiisuiting busii ics~ for 73 ycai.s. MI- Iiusiness provides n a t l o n d  and intcm:itional organizations with 

mcl-gcd, ;icquucd laicl-vff o r  fired. I C  is call outpl:iccmcnt. Thcsc following thoughrs reflect my 
c x p c ~ i c ~ i c c  111 this service inarliet over the past 20 !cars: 

1 .  
normally vcsult in the loss o f  nearly all thc middle management lcadcrship and adnllnistrative 
positions. Comp:inics consolidate these positioiis into tlicir own corporxtc structures a i d  release the 
pcoplc in rhc accluirccl cornpan). hIost of the pcoplc in  thcsc positions are in thc mddle cla 
middlc class I S  shrinlung. I ha\,c sccn this happening o \ c r  the past 20 years. We nccd Inisiness a11d 
social polic!. that strcngthcns :ind grows the nllddlc class, not erodes It. 

2. 
scr\.icc. perforin;incc or compctitioil . Our  cconomy is builr on a corc of smaller individually owned 
cc~inp:~nics. . lhc  number of ciitIcprcncuri~l owned ccirnpaiiics in our country is o v c n v h e h g .  
\VIicn these proposed rules a1.c put into pl:icc, fcw, if any  in rhe future, wdl bc able to raise the vast 
:limounts of  capital rccluircd t o  enter into future competitive busmess. In my view, conipetition will 
o n l y  bc imprtivcd wlicn the acrions \vc takc stimulatc competition, n o t  reduce the opportunities that 
tlicbc chnngcs \would do,  Thcsc consolIclations arc a littlc like the “Oil for Food Program” in Iraq. 
1 . ( i ts  o f  wnncierful scicd discu\sions nnd pro1111scs about liow wonderful the program WLLI bc for the 
1 p o o ~  a n d  nccd),, but t h e  rcnlit! is t l i n t  t h e  lcaclership ends up being the o n l y  oncs who bcncfit. 

c u t i c  joh a n d  carccr transirion sen-ices when they arc downsizcd, rcorgaaized, 

‘l’liere is :L siil~st:mti;ll lose of  middle-class I O ~ J S .  With soinc cxccptioiis these consolidations 

Most o f  thcsc c o ~ ~ s o i i ~ i ~ t i o n s  arc in,& i o i -  wc;illIi Lu iXi i i i ,~  1caso:is af a fe\v. v.ct to i i r r rcvc  



3. I'o\vcr corrui7ts i i i i c l  absolute ixnver corrupts absolutelv ' lhe  media's level of tnfluencc and 
power in otir socicg; is inotc than significant. N o  one c o i n p ~ n y  should have the ability to gam 457'0 
o f  m y  mal-kct :is a ult c>f a govcminciit rulc. :1iiy iicw rulc changes made are bcttcr directed a t  
incrc:isiiig comperirii~ii, not reducing it. 'l'hc i-cceiit scand;il a t  the New York Times, I-cgardlcss o f  
\\ hilt the rc;il rciison tllriis :ibout t o  be, is :in esainple of why w'c need more competition, not less. 
w.'c would bc fa r  Ixttcr scived by dkccting the media companies to stay focuscd in their market 
niche. I n  1 ~ 1 s  ~\ngelcs, the pcople would be far hct tcr  seiycd i f  our ' lV station KTlA mas not 
o\vned I,\ rhc I 

hfy 23 y c n s  o f  du-cct csperieiicc in thc world of business reus iiic that thc ducctlon you  arc 
s~iggestiiig with these proposed rulcs changes arc not in the bcst long-term interest of the cconomy 

dil-cctlon. 

A ingcles 'I'iincs. 

~~ JlZ ,cL,, ! c . 0 .  f 03:' c ~ ~ u c t . ! .  I h:: i~ ! OLI n d j  rc:l~id: yoilr CLXCI:: p!am n!id LZCI'(J in the c p p s i t e  



J .  David Woodend 
14908 Bauer Drive 

Rockville, MD 20853.3626 
Phone: 301 871-3463 
FAX: 301 871-6815 

C mail: ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ i l ~ ~ ~ , ’ . ~ ~ ~ l . ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~  

I’he [ionorable Michael J .  Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 ITh Street, sw 
Washington, DC‘ 20554 

Dear Mr. Copps, 

I strongly urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules. 

The powerful media giants already have enough power and influence in determining what news 
and information is presented. and how it is presented. Their abuses in that regard are well 
documented in important books like Bim, by well respected “Liberal” news person Bernard 
Goldberg, and Slunder, by commentator AM Coulter. Notwithstanding those books, such abuses 
are well rccognized and acknowledged by anybody who sees or hears the news and comment of 
the major media, and who still chooses to exercise their capacity to reason. 

These broadcast giants demonstrate daily their unwillingness to provide balanced views. If you 
relax the rules, it will assuredly get worse. The American people deserve better. The nation 
deserves better. 

Thank you, 

J .  David Woodend 


